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any one now living. Vanity and self-conceit indeed may sometimes suffer. With respect to what is related, I considered it my duty to ' extenuate nothing, nor set down aught in malice1;' and with those lighter strokes of Dr. Johnson's satire, proceeding from a warmth and quickness of imagination, not from any malevolence of heart, and which, on account of their excellence, could not be omitted, I trust that they who are the subject of them have good sense and good temper enough not to be displeased.
I have only to add, that I shall ever reflect with great pleasure on a Tour, which has been the means of preserving so much of the enlightened and instructive conversation of one whose virtues will, I hope, ever be an object of imitation, and whose powers of mind were so extraordinary, that ages may revolve before such a man shall'again appear.
1                       'Nothing extenuate
Nor set down aught in malice.'
Othello, act v. sc. 2.
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APPENDIX.der a feigned name, has impudently and falsely asserted that the passages omitted were defamatory, and that the omission was not voluntary, but compulsory. The last insinuation I took the trouble publickly to disprove; yet, like one of Pope's dunces, he persevered in 'the lie o'erthrown.' [Prolagus to the Satires, \. 350.] As to the charge of defamation, there is an obvious and certain mode of refuting it. Any person who thinks it worth while to compare one edition with the other, will find that the passages omitted were not in the least degree of that nature, but exactly such as I have represented them in the former part of this note, the hasty effusion of momentary feelings, which the delicacy of politeness should have suppressed. BOSWF.LL. In the second edition this note ended at the first paragraph, the latter part heing added in the third. For the 'few observations omitted' see ante, pp. 168, 435, 443. The 'contemptible scribbler' was, I believe, John. Wolcot, better known by his assumed name of Peter Pindar. He had been a clergyman. In his Epistle to Boswcll {Works, i. 219), he says in reference to the passages about Sir A. Macdonald (afterwards Lord Macdonald):—' A letter of severa remonstrance was sent to Mr. B., who, in consequence, omitted in the second edition of his 'Journal what is so generally pleasing to the public, viz., the scandalous passages relative to that nobleman.' It was in a letter to the Gail. Mag. 1786, p. 285, that Boswell 'publickly disproved the insinuation ' made ' in a late scurrilous publication' that these passages 'were omitted in consequence of a letter from his Lordship. Nor was any application,' he continues, 'made to me by the nobleman alluded to at any time to make any alteration in my Journal'
